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spaeasteed Forwarded message --------- 

From: John Fuerst <j122177@hotmail.com> _ 
Date: Mon, Jul 20, 2020 at 10:32AM | 
Subject: Re: Intelligence study 

To: Russell Warne <russwarne@gmail.com> 


Russell, 
Bryan and | resubmitted the TCP Hispanic paper the other day. 


As agreed, we left your name on, However, in the unlikely event that it will be accepted, we will take your name 


completely off as agreed. 
Good luck with the new kid. 
Best, 


John 


Norra te eamema nena tn Pon ferent eh ae tae and Ma Le cme mote vm a eat Ail HN et Ch NY RE WAL SE (AS ep ON ea eh eet RMS Hem: 


« ocean ecient erent palate pep 


Sent: Saturday, July 11, 2020 4:33 AM _ 
To: John Fuerst <j122177@hotmail.com> 
Subject: Re: Intelligence study 

John, | | 


The fact that | haven't been able to even look at my personal email account for two weeks shows how little time | 


have right now. Because of the pandemic, my wife and | haven't had as much help as we did when our other children | 


_ 
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were born. Plus, there are now more kids than ever in the house. My biggest priority right now is taking care of my 


family. | only get about 3-5 hours per day to work, and that means that | am: oe Bereyeo In everything. (When 
you work part time, nothing is on time.) | 


| just can't commit to any project right now--or for the next several months--and need to be taken off it completely. 
It's not fair to leave you dangling like this. 


-Russell Warne 


oh oy eg wee eo, § 


irrnu a am Y 1, ALN : ae ns Sri: Bean San Sn Mian Mane 


nu, Jury 25, 2020 at Te ‘16 Ai Jonn Fuerst “Hu 22i/ L@hotmaills com> wrote: 
| Dear Russell, 


Thank you so much for the update regarding your schedule. As agreed, we will take your name off during a 
later round if you end up not contributing substantially to the review reply. 


As noted, Emil and Davide are sininteresied in helping. So that eaves Bryan ane potentially you. | have done 
| what | could. But it needs another hand or two to work on it. 


| From: Russell Warne <russwarne@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2020 5:01 AM © 

To: John Fuerst <j122177@hotmail.com> 

Cc: Bryan Pesta <bpesta22@cs.com> | 
Subject: Re: Intelligence study 

John, | 


Because of my new baby and the demands of ob, lam not going: to be able to help with this revision for the 
foreseeable future. 


Please take my name off the manuscript. It's not fair for me to leave you hanging like this for a few weeks, 
especially after saying that | would need to bea more involved party in the manuscript. Given my current time 
crunch, | am unable to say when | would be able to give the manuscript the attention it would need. 


-Russell Warne 


On Sat, Jun 20, 2020 at 11:18 PM John Fuerst <j 122177@hotmail.com> wrote: 
Ok Guys, 


J AOR ONAN AE wey menenaanst 
eaeantan aren nar MAN HAAN A VIR dit AAAI WAN A IAA FM ANAS OMIA PHIRI UIA YAY AMARA AMI Ar RANI IA NII A MA ARN A RAR AANA AMA YAMA SIT AM ANA MARI ARAMA anna 


WARE REEL CCE E OAT ONAL 
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ir have to update ine numbers and stuff, but | rewrote the paper. © 


| need you to read it over in conjunction with the tentative review replies. 
Paper: 


https://docs. google.com/document/d/1 po_ XFY-Tm1H7pvOxxMbvJixxs7GDfk1 VeRigegi cU/edit 
usp=sharing 


necnaee 


Replies: 


| https: [idocs. »s://docs. google.com/document/d/1_coMd9- WHiYDELY HichosnlDpeG vita eDFr_ixQ/edit? 
usp=sharing | 


Give me some feedback and then we can hammer out what we want to Say. 


the second round who was deeply concerned), | would give this a 10% chance. Maybe lower given the 
current political climate. But | am going to try. 


Based on our recent UV paper rejection (the 3 original reviewers agreed, but a hostile 4th was brought in in 
| 


From: John Fuerst <j eae com> 
Sent: Friday, June 5, 2020 9:25 PM 

To: Russell Warne <russwarne@gmail.com> 
Cc: Bryan Pesta <bpesta22@cs.com> 
Subject: Re: Intelligence study 


Dear Russell, 


If | did not send you the replies, that is ; my fault. Professor Haier gave us a chance to reply. But the reviewers” 
asked fora lot and, as he noted, it may be impossible to please them. | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
Emil, Davide, Bryan, and | were split on whether we should bother. However, knowing how difficult it is to 


find a journal that will not editorially reject this type of research, | decided to go for it, but since that 


| | | | : | 
| was my decision | am getting minimal help on this from Emil and Davide. 
| | 


/ 


So, | have begun the long process of revision: 


| 
_ 4 
| 
Z 
: 
| 
| 
| — 
= 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
; 
if 
A) 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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https://docs.google.com/document/d/1pO_hXFY-Tm1H7pvOxxMbvJixxs7GDfkiVeRigggj_CU/edit? 
usp=sharing 


| 


(See the link on the top for my replies in progress.) 


| would suggest to give mea couple of weeks to outline a strategy. (The response has to be done in a clever 


way, though, since we lost our imputed data files and are limited in what additional analyses we can do.) 


erence ANS PA AMR rR NO AAA ARRAN Wen AACA AEN ARRAN FEENEY NA A/V RMARAR ADA XARA SEERA SAAAAAEEAAAAANAAK AAR AIS HASAN 
AAW AA Du mS dN AN W/E ER 2 I ROR IA RR i OR ARI AA PE AMAA ARAPAHO ROAR RNAS OAR EONAR AAA PA am eran AAU A 


AIRE Rieti INO PARA CRAs sani, nanan vari AAIAA A AR adv AAA AO A YE AERA eA UA ANRAY A f  UANBTSON ARA AI AN ASMA er MEENA IRR VAY IRR RAL M/S AI ARIA RA A A VV VAI MAA AOA MOVER SIAN OANI NN Nw 2 RHA 
were pene mannan re RAR nae oer 


There are a number of statistical issues raised, like the effect of unbalanced samples, which you may have 
| an idea about. ey understanding of them i is, frankly, weak -- and Emil, who | usually ask, is averse to 


elaine: since he voted against resubmitting. 


| "Richard Haier 

| Editor 

intelligence 

Editor and Reviewer comments: 


_ Reviewer #1: The paper is interesting and ambitious, conducting a range of analyses aimed to test 


hypotheses via controlling for potential biases and covariates. The analytic plan is appropriate, however 2 


explanations: limited sample (with a wide age range) and absence of a more detailed SES measure. | outline 
| my concerns and comments below. 


Main concerns: 


Descriptive statistics for cognitive measures for all sub-samples are required. Much of the discussion and 


interpretation depends on these measures. It is important to examine their validity for different ages, how g 


_ measure was constructed, the observed differences etc. 


i 

| 

| 

| 

i 

| 

| 

| major limitations preclude from making solid conclusions or ability to disentangle some potential 
| 

| 

i 

: 

: 

- - Overall, the results are limited by the fact that SES was only measured by parental education, and 
| 


therefore socio-economic variation (including disadvantage) was not tagged. The authors mention in the 


and do actually help we can leave you on. And if not, we can keep the default agreement.of removing you. 3 


ARN ORI HIOASORAAAAN AAA NAAM A An AAA AANAA AANA AR ARAMA AAA AA AANARARAN ARAM AABN ANA ASAAKIAR ARAMA 


Case: 1:23-cv-00546-DAP Doc #: 42-12. Filed: 07/26/24 5 of 13. PagelD #: 1449 
discussion that associations with other unmeasured variables may explain the links between g, ancestry and 


PGS and that this must be explored further. This is a very important point as indeed ancestry is linked with 
privilege and socio-economic advantage, which in turn is linked with g. The conclusions of the Biesen Study | 
are Emel limited without a more extensive measure of SES. 


Specific comments 


1. Abbreviation MTAG appears without introduction in the abstract. 


ALAA # Seb CORNEA tO RARECROEE LE HER TOOL DE PRONSOAARB BAAD COON DONE EOHYDILODENROON ES ADEN OOIE OES PIBVORIE IODIDE EVE RIEPEICOBEOL SAIN NEDITRLODINDIOIN he SOONG OUESIAEEYD LIE MARIA ECHR RENAE ARNOT A 
POPOL OL BORA EHEARIOEBRADRAOMA ARO 


| 
| 


i 


7 


ry 

* F CME NORMS OCALA 
o a DOeUbnnR OEE OEONGOE SOULE SNOUULDUI ETE RA EETSNIPOETEBDLL TROON ON HOARE: COOSPAPADPCL DRED EBA MOO DOEEDPLOONENIOL HEE BE LEBCEDLICOOLCLCCOOPO LCA DLOLDEEMLE DL VOLE AMEDD: 

eho rc eect eee TAPER eT Ee OS ecvcnsover bode neceehen. snivenooeninedvertae, ; 


apenmeneneneseterniees 


| 2. The sentence about attenuation of effect ...'not further after adding phenotype is not clear: what 


| phenotype? This also needs to be clarified in the Highlights and the Title. 


3. Explain why only Hispanic sample's results are mentioned in the Abstract. Overall, the title can better 
reflect the focus of the paper. 

4. Introduction. The following sentence requires revision: ‘One explanation appeals to putative, lower 
within-group heritability in non-White groups, since predictive accuracy is a function of this variable’ 

5. The following statement requires supporting sources: 'and because sub-Saharan Africans are the 
continental lineage most genetically distant from Europeans (and other major races). | 
6.The following point requires further explanation: ‘This is because lower p-value SNPs are theoretically | 
more likely to be causal (Spencer, Cox, & Walters, 2014; Wang & Teo, 2015; Grinde et al., 2018) because 

| causal SNPs are more transethnically valid when common variants are involved (Marigorta & Navarro, 
2013). | 

e The paragraph on page 3 starting: ‘Among admixed populations... is somewhat difficult to follow, the 

| flow must be improved. 

8. ‘Since the relation between ancestry and eduPGS i is better characterized as constitutive, rather than. 
causal...’ Please explain this further. 

| 9. Clarify this: ‘as would be expected were genetic g jareely underwriting the association among both 

| African and European Americans’ | | 

| 10. Methods: wide age ranges in both samples, but the samples are of very different s size. The methods | 
should describe suitability of the chosen instruments for children and adults; discuss the age range in each 
explored sub-sample. : | 

11. From the method section, it is not clear how g was calculated from the available subtests. More 
discussion is needed about observed group differences for different subtests. There needs to be another 
table with descriptive statistics for each cognitive measure. _ : | 
12. The regression analyses are limited as different models include different numbers of participants. The 
authors discuss the lack of association with lack of paney but this is speculative. Also, the effect from SES, - 
this needs to be discussed. | | 

13. The authors are correct in this statement:' However, the total Amerindian ancestry variance involved 
here is very small, so not much can be made of these results. Generally, it would be worthwhile to attempt 
-replication...' This also applies to other results as the two samples and (subsamples) were not comparable 
in numbers. _ | | | | 
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14. The regressions for PGS on subsamples are really limited in terms of Ns and are unlikely to be 


informative. | | | 
15. In the path diagram the positive association between skin colour and g was of similar magnitude to the 
PGS association with g and some other associations. This needs to be discussed further. Otherwise, the 
authors run the risk of selectively either under-interpreting or over-interpreting similar size associations. 
16. 'As adolescent European ancestry does not cause parental education, the relation is represented as a 


‘covariance (indicated by dashed lines).' This logic is not clear. Ancestry is not adolescent, and indeed can 


contribute to education of parents. 


N 
LA Lan RA ro SSRI RN POL ARO As ARVANA A AAA AA RRA AYA VR AA RA AN RA A RANA YA CANAVAN VIVO ERA AI APEYAVR RANA ARPA AAS PA OPA AP AAA AAAI AMA AAA ASAAMAAAAT ARRAS RAO HAD OR, 


a Ants onecene tb aby PO BOARD SMO see het YA AAMC nA NBR PARED BROS NERO BEEEER SOI RON EPO ORPOREE EAE AAR SSOR BONS COANEONS DEMONS OOSAR SAAD DOLE DESO AAEEPAER AINIODA ASE ON PDIP NEBN BATE AON BEO AREER ARSON AANA RUB AR EAA EN ASHLEE ELSIE IN OME © BANE, BENS LACE 
ENR Cannes Ecce Seen ANON AA AYY- een ” 


: 
| 
| 
| 
| 


17. ‘Spearman's hypothesis’ and ‘Jensen Effect’ need to be expanded on. They are not ‘adequately 
introduced in the introduction, and not clear in the discussion. | | 

18. The attempt to control for bias by excluding variants < .05 MAF, may not be stringent enough insucha | 
small sample. | | a | 


| Reviewer #2: | have decided to recommend major revisions of this manuscript. | doubt that the authors will 
be willing to undertake these revisions, but they should be given the opportunity. _ 


Briefly, this paper is arguing that the EA polygenic score (PGS) has predictive power in Hispanics and that 
the European-Hispanic difference in IQ is explained to some extent by the difference betweenthese | 
populations in the PGS. Perhaps the paper does not state the latter point in so many words, but that is what 
| it amounts to. The major problem with respect to this implication is that it does not address the problem of 


population stratification -- confounding in the original GWAS, such that alleles with higher frequencies in 
Europe tend to be spuriously associated with the trait. This problem is particularly severe in the GIANT | 
Consortium's GWAS of height, which when used uncritically in population comparisons leads to the dubious 
prediction that Europeans should be much taller than Africans (Martin et al., 2017; Berg et al., 2017). | think 
it is possible to address this problem. There are two recent papers that have thoroughly examined the 
stratification affecting the | | | | 

GIANT results (Sohail et al., 2019; — et al., 2019). One might perform each of the analyses in these 
papers, except applying them to the'EA results rather than the GIANT Consortium's height results, and 
showing that stratification is present to an immensely smaller degree in the EA GWAS. (Some of the 
analyses require looking only at the UK Biobank. This is possible with educational attainment. Other 
analyses require looking only at within-family results; this is possible if the EA3 authors are willing to 
cooperate, or if the authors of the manuscript under review are willing to wait for the fruition of ongoing 
research.) One might have to creatively extend these analyses to deal with the African and Amerindian 
populations from which admixed Hispanics derive their non-European ancestry. But if one could show that 
there is no general genome-wide spurious tendency for alleles at higher meaveney in Europeans, relative to 
the other source populations, to be associated with 


higher values of cognitive phenotypes, then one could convincingly argue that European-Hispanic gap in IQ 


_ is indeed genetically caused. 


: 
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7 Here are my comments tied to specific parts of the manuscript. 


| 


abstract: "trybrid" This is an unusual word. Why not just “admixed.” - 


pp. 2-3: "This is because lower p-value SNPs are theoretically more likely to be causal (Spencer, Cox, & 
Walters, 2014; Wang & Teo, 2015; Grinde et al., 2018) because causal SNPs are more likely to be 


| j eleerneeny valid when common variants are involved WManieek & Navarro, anal "--> "This may bad 


* 
; Pare i eisai ni i iste PRR AUOOCORO RAO AS DE BOE PC OOEERE EINEM EES PCEIEICNDRCEEOCEIL LLANE DENNED Nt ECANLEDNEMADCEBONTT OLED SEEba OCEAN OO NSE HPOPOR OD PE AOEODIPOD CREDO EOD St BPO DE DAL UEE POON OE SIOEODDD CHACON NSM ONNEMOANISAS EN 
evar opamp acy iy enna annen nS HAMAANONrALoendbecAN CECA AMANITA Wn WHI i AEOMAAR ARAL DESERBANRBS ARCHES ELAR MERIC AIRONET TIS UE SIMONE RARER MIBCONESAND HPO AARSCIEH MAA AIARAIRL PTH IRM UREA AA ECE OR CELL MAAN AR ROSIN OR ERAARIYR SAA VARINA EE AEOER CIO ECLA AAAI LOSE DEES ESTES LOS AEC AAS AACE raawenen, ie a nants ten penteetes AAO ANANSI IYCON OR AOOSMOR TORIC ae ee 
i ? 


common SNPs likely to have been segregating in the ancestral human population ivatizerts & Navarro, 

| 2013)." This original sentence is clearly malformed. Also, some readers might be confused because they 
may be aware that a SNP's LD with neighbors is predictive of its GWAS association strength, which might | 
naively suggest that highly significant SNPs simply tag more SNPs and are less likely to be causal themselves. 
My suggested rewording does not give that | inp resslen and also more accurately captures the content of 

| Marigorta and Navarro (2013). 


p. 3: “trybrid American (European- African-Amerindian)" --> "Latin Americans with European, African, and 
Amerindian ancestry" | suggest avoiding unusual words or neologisms. 


p. 16: "As seen, the line deviates from linearity at six points between 50% and 75% European ancestry." 
| What does this mean? | suggest leaving it out. 


p. 18: "As a result, the bivariate correlations between ancestry and outcomes are attenuated via restriction 


of range.” Here and elsewhere, why use correlation when this is affected by the variance of one variable? 


_ When there is a natural choice as to which variable should be X (e.g., ancestry), why not use the regression 


coefficient, which is not affected by restriction in the variance of X?. 


| Tables 7 and 8: It is convenient to put everything in a correlation matrix. But the associations between PGS | 
and cognitive ability are more interpretable when expressed as regression coefficients. As stated earlier in 
the paper itself, the correlations might differ between groups simply because the allele frequencies differ. 


p. 25: Figure 6 alleviates my previous concern somewhat. However, is the difference in intercept between 
the group Statistically significant? To my eye, they may not be. | 


p. 28: lam confused by this path model. How can one manipulate the variable EUR? That is, how can | make 
Someone more EUR, and thereby affect their PGS, skin color, and g? | mean conceptually, not practically in a 
real experiment. The authors earlier cite some philosophy papers about constitutive rather than causal 
relevance, and | think | have an inkling of what this means, but this might not be enough for some readers. | 
suggest leaving out this analysis, which does not seem absolutely critical to the paper. For example, simply 


; 
| 
| 
| 
' 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
{ 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| regressing l|Q on the PGS and skin color is equivalent to a path model where PGS and skin color send arrows 
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to IQ, and PGS and skin color are correlated for unspecified reasons. And even if the authors stick to path - 


modeling, some readers might wonder why other path models are untried. How about the causal chain PGS ~ 


--> color --> g, as well as the direct path PGS --> g? 


p. 32: | find some of the correlations in Table 12 too high to be believable. The correlations of the PGS with 


subtests surely are affected greatly by sampling variation. And yet the g loadings show a correlation with 
PGS r of 0.90 even in the Hispanics? Can the authors do something to reassure readers that there is nothing 
fishy here? Perhaps a scatter plot with g loading on the x axis and the other vector on ale y axis and 95% 


a 
AOS Rb AO MOOD beta BANOO ROPOPAAE DORPSOPOOASI POOPIE bs PAOD AURORE MAERIAOBAOOD ANDRAAKAAAINhIHAMIAEARAAAANAI AMARA RARMAASR ADIN ts AMANWA VN AAA ARAMA IYI Mid YAIR AYN RRA A NAA RRA AANA AAV AVN NVA RRA Ar A NAIA A HARA RP RRNA NRNAA WAMAN NAIA AANA ARIAL SAARAAAN ANNAN AA AAAANINIARA RRA AAAMAAMAANA SAI, 


, ‘ PARA ANIA AAI A ARAYA AAA AMAA, sey RAR ANA AP ANA AAAAANATRANAAAAT IY A NARAYANAN RBRAIRRDS « ANAR W 
seemecotoseseocen sesoscoveassaneeecentcelssuntensonunen ee:tantbn-tentbvtetecnistctotte‘et obtostSAURSMOSOHISCCEUD HRASOULOOMAMIASCESHIACOLLLOEMEMCOOLCOSSESONEES CLO DOOEAALESOEOOONEESCOR ONS ORONOCI PCH CUNCESEOASAOEOCEOITRNEAL COO BOCLLOSCEMEUSANAAE HOI OACHYANAOON ANCE HEAOHAN 


confidence meee in both directions tacked on to each data point. 


p. 34: "To investigate, we compute eduPGS by derived and ancestral status." It is great to see that the 


authors deal with the potential bias noted by Kim et al. (2018). But the authors leave out some important 


details. Do the authors compute one PGS with only those SNPs where the enhancing allele is derived and 


then another PGS with only those SNPs where the enhancing allele is ancestral? Kim et al. (2018) speak only 
of "risk alleles" and so it is hard to tell just from the earlier paper what exactly the authors did themselves. 
Also, the authors' formula for weighting these two PGS does not obviously follow from Kim et al. (2018, p. 
12). Are the two methods equivalent? If so, can this be explained more clearly? Also, perhaps pass along 
the caveat of Kim et al. that their method might not correct all forms of allele-frequency bias. 


pp. 35-38: These analyses is far too sketchily described. How were the population-specific betas obtained? | 


The authors must have performed.a GWAS of European and African Americans separately, presumably in 
the TCP. Where are the details of this? What were the sample sizes? What was the statistical power to 
obtain a concordant beta? Etc. Even if statistical power is enough to get more out of this method than. 
noise, how do we know that the better validity of the concordant PGS is not driven largely by the fact that 
its SNPs tend to have higher minor allele frequency? If that were the case, it would be useful to know this. 
More importantly, many readers are going to find it hard to believe that weighting the SNPs by effect sizes 
ascertained in small-sample GWAS is going to get you anything. The authors will have to do power 
calculations to assure such readers that the results are reasonable. Also, the authors will need to explain 
why the racial gaps increase when the | | 


_ethnic-specific betas are used. 


p. 35: “neither of these three common forms of ascertainment bias could" --> "none of these three 
suggested forms of ascertainment bias could" — 


Berg, J.J., Zhang, X., & Coop, G. (2017). Polygenic adaptation has impacted multiple anthropometric traits. 
bioRxiv. doi:10.1101/167551v4 | 


Berg, J.J. et al. (2019). Reduced signal for polygenic adaptation of height in UK Biobank. eLife, 8, e39725. 


| 
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Sohail, M. et al. (2019). Polygenic adaptation on height is overestimated due to uncorrected Stratification in 


genome-wide association studies. eLife, 8, e39702." 


AVAL PARE ABR RORS ASRS RABAT AC REARS AMP RRCRINABI PRO ROUD RELAIS AREAL AMEN RS CPE SAEED SODA BPR OBOREROROE IASON ABAA ORIEATEIASALE IIIA AHAAANC AME AKANE VAIPAR HELIN IPCI SETAC NAS AAR MELT RDS HOB PPR HANIA RO AAE EEE SO AEEARAOR ASH AAAEASAMASAREIAAAAPBANERAMMANMARSISADNPR NAP APAPORPOMOE 


4 
‘Athan nenaaNioes panne sdaacanenevanian wn SA eh SAAL SA ARON 20 CARE BRN AREOLA EIN LPL POE SNIY, O54 CHEN 
aon, ate rere eH AOR ANA HARA RAC OBE RENN AS SABRES EV OTEANRA BROAN APR SIARAA ASSEN OR ARI SRARDODR DODEPL Pe BOO MONEE AEE DEIOANEY AAEREDED POD TALE DO ABOES een tee wan ons AAR Rene ceb BORA te CAEN IE NERA AOR ER ROP TAMA AANA 
AIRES EI ADRS RNAS ORIOAR AEA OA oveneanas even 


{| 
- 


From: Russell Warne < ausewarnem@emalbeon com> 
Sent: Friday, June 5, 2020 8:50 PM ~ 
To: John Fuerst <j122177@hotmail.com> 

| Ce: Bryan Pesta <bpesta22@cs.com> 


| will consider your point when the reviews come back. For now, the default decision is to remove me from 
authorship. But my mind can be changed if (1) | do the work, (2) the changes needed are within my expertise to 
do, and (3) | feel comfortable doing so. Who knows what the situation will be like in the next few weeks? 


-Russell Warne 


On Fri Jun 5, 2020 at 2: 34 PM John Fuerst <j 122177@hotmail. com> wrote: 
| Dear Russell, 


| We agree to remove you from the paper, sinless you change your mind, but at a more expedient point in 
| the process. 


That said, if the concern is genuinely or simply that you feel your authorship is not presently justified, why 
not contribute with the difficult review reply and the overhaul of the introduction and discussion! The 
latter have to be rewritten in a way to convey what | intended but apparently did not get across: that 
“results only showed that eduPGS, ancestry, and gare statistically tangled, which could be due to either 
"cause or confounding & that the cause vs. confounding issue needs to be resolved, in future research, to 
_ get accurate eduPGS estimates. 


nfortunately, neither Emil and Davide are interested in making these nuanced arguments. And Bryan is a 


G 


| trouble with this due to brain fog and headaches. Now, | have a feeling you will say, "Time!" But critical 
commentary and help with this will not take so much of that. And yet given the tenuous status of this 


sana: AOE Nh We CONS AAA AR CU AMANO hs ALAN LAN 
“ALA IIR A ROARS A AAAs ARRAN ALA ENA VIA NNER. NAANANS AOL SANA AAA RNIN DO AANA SAA SSA ARRAS AAAI ARIANA AR MA MY AE AR ARAL ARARRORMO YO NO AA ey EN LANA AAO 


_ boomer, not really familiar with the research. He has trouble even plugging in his printer. And | am having | 
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paper, and the heavy criticism the reviewers are subjecting it to, it is so necessary. Frankly, | could use 


your help. 
To be clear, with the above, | want to remove from your mind the primary reason you are giving and force 


of its scientific and social importance or abdicate some of your responsibility as a knowledge-seeker 
because of possible social repercussions. __ | 


. 
pass Fh ANA A OHS T a HN et a fa NAb MY thst hie ate - MAM EM OE (Lb Nib Me Ae AMR he ANAM ATL helt RER OOOO ROBB READE RAN LL ad MEL POON PBI EEO POAT PRDLRE LEE RDLE POM LAD POOR RAL ELL EDULE ELLAND Ne DOWEL ONIEOL IE A OIDM SALA EERE AGREE IDE DRREAL EERE EADIE LALLA OOO ANNA NANA ARORA RADE DSA ALAR LADERA NEEL 
caiasonteniraninmssinviynstationnistate oete secsbeenecittt tases nse sO ALAMANCE LLIB ELE LEENA LISLNN OLDEN LOLLDEELDR ADC SOONOLLOL ANNI LG AECL Lt snacrernetnpsen toe otic oa ee 
sft aosoteltinsst econ ectrnrtercvei , snssnntnrentenvitebtonentctnoieciat, 


ea enbec ars O8 PERCE B ALLAN bab ALEE DE RPE PotBS 


you to make.a difficult decision: either help with this research which you yourself advocated for because ~ 


Anas. mull over my suggestion. It will take me a few more weeks to hammer out a very rough draft, 


since | am going slow for the previously mentioned reasons. So if you change your mind, let me know by 
with the best | can do, inadequate as that may be. 


John 


From: Russell Warne <russwarne@gmail.com> 
_ Sent: Friday, June 5, 2020 6:56 PM 

‘To: John Fuerst <j122177@hotmail.com> 

| Cc: Bryan Pesta <bpesta22@cs.com> 

| Subject: Re: Intelligence study 

John, 


| don't care when my name is removed. i it makes it easier to remove it after the pending decision from 
Intelligence, then so be it. 


While | was part of the early talks and | did get dbgap access, | did not do anything else. Even if the controversy 
weren't enough to give me cold feet, it still doesn't change the fact that | do not feel that | have contributed 
enough to warrant authorship. | agreed to authorship a few months ago for short-sighted reasons (wanting to 

| fatten the vita, mostly), and that was wrong. But even before the riots, | had been ethically uneasy about my 

| coauthorship. I'm not one of those scientists who has his name slapped on a hundred articles that he barely 

_ had a hand in. For every article I've coauthored, my contributions have been so important that the article would 
| not have been written without my efforts. | should not have deviated from that track record in an effort to 

| fatten my vita. | 


I'm sorry if this inconveniences you or makes things more difficult for you. 


-~Russell Warne » 


the end of the month and | will send what | have for a help. Otherwise, | willjust go — 
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On Thu, Jun 4, 2020 at 8: 51 PM John Fuerst <j! 122177@hotmail. com> wrote: 
| Dear Russell, 


I Bryan forwarded your email and requested | respond. 


again and these make me irritable. 


Prior, let me apologize upfront for being frank to the point of rude -- | have been having bad headaches | 
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The short answer is, "no," at least not at this stage of review. However, if it gets accepted at 
Intelligence, which is unlikely, we will notify Professor Haier that you have been taking flack and would 
like your name taken off of the manuscript, if you insist. And if, in the much more likely circumstance 
that the paper gets rejected, we will not include you when submitting to another journal, again, if you 
insist. | | 


My reason is practical. Both you and Bryan were identifiable to reviewers in the paper by virtue of the 
statement of data access. | don't wish them to suspect something amiss as they might if we changed 
that and also deleted the IRB approval sentence. Moreover, | am of the opinion that Professor Haier 
gave.us a chance to reply in part because we had as a co-author an Intelligence board member. | don't 
wish to give him reason to change his mind. | spent and incredible amount of time and effort anda 


| substantial amount of money on this. | am not going to risk this slight opportunity over your qualms. 
As with you, | believe we are in the right to do this because you agreed to be a coauthor on this paper 


or spirt, in context to this specific paper, as it is not true that you had "no hand in the creation, 
execution, or write-up of the study" or that you were "a front to gain access to the data”. So that is not 
a sound excuse. | 


As to the former point, if you check your email history you will see that about a year ago | had 
encouraged you to apply for dbgap TCP data. Then, after Bryan and | had published Lasker et al. (2019), 
you wrote, congratulating us, and saying that we had beat you to the analysis. At that time | raised the 
possibility of a paper on TCP Hispanics. We agreed to collaborate. This was even before | raised the idea 
with Bryan. Therefore, this project was your dnd my original conception. Thus, you had an undeniable 
hand in its creation. Though, if you feel guilty about leaving the hard work to me with my disorder of 
mitochondrial metabolism and consequent chronic lack of energy, | will be happy to send you the many 
page reply to reviewers, in a few weeks, for you to check over so to help alleviate both my burden and 


your conscience. 


As for the latter point, you were not, since you never gave us access to data. Regarding data, the | 
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| agreement was that if reviewers requested novel analyses which Bryan | and could not do then we 
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would somehow go through you as a backup. Yes, this somehow could have potentially involved you 
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being a "front", as opposed to me sending you the code to run. But this is a moot issue. Our imputed 


datafiles were lost: a complete hard drive crash. So, given time constraints, | can only try to address the 
reviewers requests using 1000 Genomes data and the saved output (computed variable) files which we 


have. However, since | have only this to work with, it is likely this will not be enough. C'est la vie. 


All that said, if you don't agree, feel free, | guess to contact intelligence and explain the situation to 
Professor Haier. As said, we are not going to at this stage for the reasons given. 


Sincerely, 


—_ 
Oo 
= 7 
— 


Cc: Bryan 


From: Bryan Pesta <bpesta22@cs.com> 

Sent: Thursday, June 4, 2020 9:24 PM. 

To: j122177@hotmail.com <j122177@hotmail.com> 
Subject: Fwd: Intelligence study | 
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From: Russell Warne <russwarne@gmail.com> 
To: Bryan Pesta <bpesta22@cs.com> — 

Sent: Thu, Jun 4, 2020. 12:01pm 

Subject: Intelligence study 


Bryan, 


I'm writing to make a request that is is very pelea | need to you remove my name from the genomics manuscript 
that was resubmitted to /ntelligence. 


There are two reasons for this. The first is personal. If someone found out that | was a front to gain access to the 
data and that | really had no hand in the creation, execution, or write-up of the study, then the effects could be _ 
drastically negative for me. Even if our actions comply with the letter, but violate the spirit of the data access 
agreements, the risk of negative consequences would still be too great. I'm not sure that tenure would protect me 
from consequences of violating the data use agreement, and | have a family to worry about. There is also the fact 
that my upcoming book is already causing controversy (even though it isn't even published yet), and given the . 
current racial climate in the US, | can't afford to have any more controversies than what I'm already involved nS 
Panay, this is a risk management decision on my part. 
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Second, there is the fact that hereditarian research will always be held to a higher standard than research 
supporting the environmental hypothesis. Although that is not fair, it is the reality, and it is imperative that. 
hereditarians hold themselves to the highest scientific and ethical standards so that environmentalists cannot use 

| irrelevant information (like an ethical lapse) to put the research and the hereditarian community into disrepute. The 
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short-term gain of getting a study published ina Journal | is not worth the potential long-term Gamage to 


hereditarianism. 


I'm sure you're disappointed with this decision, but | firmly believe it is the right one. Please inform me when you 
have removed my contact info from the manuscript so that | can confirm that you are complying with my request. 


-Russell Warne 


